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Loca Erviwomeet Dear Messrs. Clarke and Wagoner, and Ms, Riveland: 2912

Rick Leaumont

77777 o umes . The Hanford Advisory Board submits the following advice as its comments on your

s H'Zﬁf'“_:" proposed 100 area actions.

- e '.(.?i 7 q
- sandisise:- EROPOSED PLAN FOR FINAL RESOLUTION OF THE 100-IL-L, 100-IU-3, 100-5-44%8
- e Tuk - AND [00-TU-5 OPERABLE TINITS,

Govemment

o f::#: P::t::- The board supports the agencies’ preferred alternative of “No Further Action” for

Riohard Beteey _ these sites. They have been cleaned up under Expedited Response Actions which
" Tromestew  removed all hazardous substances to meet the residential use cleanup standards of the
_m“m Washington Model Toxics Control Act. There isno ‘apparent residus! redin=ctive

= TERELALIE IRRNIVAMLLIYE

Merilyn Reeves contnmL__gn shove background levels at the sites. The sites are unlikely to pose any

-—Gordon Rogens—- - - =~
sionl Environ- significant risk to health or the environment.

mentCitzen 77
= umiage  PROPOSED PLANS FOR INTERIM REMEDIAL MEASURES AT THE 100-BC-1, 13’ v

Gedpoie  100-DR-1 AND 100-HR-1 OPERABLE UNITS. RN
Elzabeth Tabbust - U\\a')

Stwteof Oregon The Board supports the agencies’ preferred alterative to remove, treat (as
Mcheel Griney  APPTOPriate or required) and dispose of the contaminated soil-and associatad structures

EBrOMcia

[P R prpary 7Y

O SORraIea Il'lmﬂ

Plivma /EMAIY 12Y AZ4% F_ JPAY man & san



7513881, 1495
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N from selected source areas within the three 100 Areas. We agree with the agencies that
—— e - these former liquid waste disposal sites-sre high priority-because-of their potential health
- and ecological threats to groundwater and the Columbia River. The proposed actions
S St.ppen_themaiorstakghelder values of protecting the river and gettmg on with cleanup.
- In addition, these actions will provide needed information and experience that will be
valuabie in later cleanup projects.

——zme e oo The-Bosrd’s Consensus Advice #23 and the TPA s response to it concuired with
e the cleanup standards to be used for hazardous chemicals and radio nuclides in these
e e e - remedistion-actions, We note that the agencies have not yet agreed on the approach for
ffffffffffffffffffffff - groundwaterprotection: “We request that the Environmental Restoration Committee of
the HAB be kept informed on this issue and that the Board have an opportunity to concur

— . in the selected standard

e o e e - L DG Board notes that a-change package has been submitted to-redesignate the 100-
S I-!R 1 and the 100-DR-1 Operable Units from RCRA to CRCLA Past Practice Units in
order that the waste may be disposed of in the ERDF (a CERCLA facility). Our
== =m e == Understanding is-that this-is-an adminéstretive snd not 3 technical issue. We request that
- the Environmental Restoration Committee of the Hanford Advisory Board be kept
informed on this issue.

- .. The Board looks forward to your written respoase; as called for in our charter.

------Verytrilyyours, - ,
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Hanford Advisory Board

cc:  Thomas Grumbiy, Depariment of Energy
Cmdy Kelly, Designated Federal Official
Linda Lmnle Site Representative

The Oregon and Washington Congressional Delegations
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